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WEIGHTED ESTIMATES FOR OPERATORS ASSOCIATED TO THE
BERGMAN-BESOV KERNELS

DAVID BEKOLLE, ADRIEL R. KEUMO, EDGAR L. TCHOUNDJA, AND BRETT D. WICK

ABsTrRACT. We characterize the weights for which we have the boundedness of standard weighted
integral operators induced by the Bergman-Besov kernels acting between two general weighted
Lebesgue classes on the unit ball of CV in terms of Békollé - Bonami type condition on the
weights. To accomplish this we employ the proof strategy originated by Békollé.

1. INTRODUCTION

Weighted inequalities appeared almost simultaneously with the birth of singular integrals that
stimulated their development, in particular the problem of characterisation of positive function w
for which singular integral maps LP(wdp) to itself. A famous example of a singular integral is
the Bergman projection, whose boundedness problem, solved elsewhere by Békollé and Bonami, is
historically linked to the duality problem for Bergman spaces.

For a > -1, it is a well-known result of Békollé and Bonami that the Bergman projection T,
defined by:

Taf(z) = fIB (1 - (ZJL:EEC);NJrHa dﬂ(x)

is bounded on LP(wdp,) if and only if the weight w belongs to the so-called Békollé - Bonami class
of weights. The Bergman projection can be extended to all a less than or equal to —1. Therefore
a natural question is whether the Békollé - Bonami result can be generalized. In this paper we
work with more general operators than the extended Bergman projection, and more generally we
characterize weights for which we have the boundedness between two general weighted Lebesgue
classes on the unit ball of CV.

The inner product and the norm in CV are (z,w) = 21wy + - + zywx and |2| = \/(z, ). We let
dpg(2) = (1 - |2|*)9du(z) where ¢ > -1 and u be the Lebesgue (volume) measure on the unit ball
B={zeCN:|z] <1} of CV = R?*N normalized with p(B) = 1. We set LY = LP(dp,) the Lebesgue
space on B relative to pq with 1 <p < +oco. Let H(B) to denote the space of holomorphic functions
in the unit ball B. For ¢ > -1, a function f € H(B) belongs to the weighted Bergman space A?
whenever f e LP(dpg). The norm | f| 4» is simply the L? norm of f.

Besov spaces extend weighted Bergman spaces to all g. To define them, we first take a radial
differential operator D% of order t for any s,t € R defined on H(B). Let f € H(B) be given on B

by its convergent homogeneous expansion f = Z fr in which fj is a homogeneous polynomial in

k=0
21,-..,2n of degree k. We define, for s,t € R
ad > ck(s+t
Dif = Y di(s,fi = 3 EEED g
k=0 i ck(s)

where
(N+1+a)s 3¢ 5 (N +1
ex(a) = { ( )

ATk
(14\%7!_@% lf GS_(N+1)

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 32A10; 32A36; 47B32.
Key words and phrases. Bergman-Besov space, weighted inequalities, Bergman-Besov projection,

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.07180v1

2 D. BEKOLLE, A. R. KEUMO, E. L. TCHOUNDJA, AND B. D. WICK

Consider the linear transformation I! defined for f € H(B) by:

Lf(2) = (1= 2)'Dof(2).
We say that a function f € H(B) belongs to the Besov space BY whenever Ilf e L? for some s,t
satisfying:

g+pt>-1 if 1<p<oo

t>0 if p=oo.

It is well known [8] that the L¥-norm, |I{f] .z, of any one of the functions I!f is an equivalent
norm for HfHBg, the norm of f in BY. When ¢ > -1 we have A? = BY. The space B§ is a Hilbert
space with reproducing kernel K, (see [§] or [2) Theorem 1.9] or [13]) defined by

< (N+1+q)k i
T = g g (V1)
Ky(z,w) = ( ( ) kio o oy ( |
oF1 (1L, 1;1 - (N +q);(z,w = z,w)?, if g<—(N +1),
im0 (1-N=-q)i

where 2 Fy € H(D) is the Gauss hypergeometric function and (u), is the Pochhammer symbol
defined by (u), = L) - where T is the Gamma function. Namely, for a number s satisfying

T(u)
q+1<p(s+1),if t satisfies ¢ + pt > 1 then for f € B (see [8, Theorem 1.2])
N!
Poll)f=——F,
(P L)l = s’

where
Pf(2) = [ Ku(zw)f (w) (L= o) dp(w).

is the extended Bergman projection (s may be smaller than or equal to -1).

For a,b, s,t € R the operators that we are interested in are defined by (reproducing) Bergman-
Besov kernels. For f e LP(dpg) we define

THIG) = Tanl(2) = [ Ka(w) () (1= o)y (),
SEFG) = Sanf(2)= [ IKa(e )l (@)1= ) dpy (),
PLIG) = Pocf(2)= (U= |oP)! [ Koso(orw) f) (1~ [0) g (w).

Throughout the paper b > -1 and s > —1 because we want our operator to be well defined (see for
example Lemma [5.T] and Lemma [5.2)). Note that

(1.1) Po1f(2) = (1= [2P) Toir,s f(2).

. . + .
Our main motivation comes from the operators Ps o, and Py, q,,, which are the Bergman pro-

jection and Berezin transform respectively, where P{y,,, f(2) = (1 - |2|?)!SssN414s.5f(2). The

operators Ps 4, T, and S, are important in the study of function-theoretic operator theory, see
for example [14] when ¢ = -N - 1.

The boundedness of the operators T, was already studied by Kaptanoglu and Ureyen [9] in
the cases where the operators T , act from LY to LE, with e R,1<p,P<o0,Q > -1.

Theorem 1.1. [9, Theorem 1.2] Let a,b,q,Q € R, 1 <p< P < oo, and assume Q > -1 when P < oo.
Then the following three conditions are equivalent

(1) Top:LP — ngj

(2) Sap:LE~ Lg;

(3) (a) %<1+b andasb+%—$ for 1 <p< P < oo;

(b) 9 <140 andaSb+%—# for 1 =p< P < oo, but at least one inequality

P
must be strict;
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(c) 1+q<1+b and a < b+ 29 1“;[“1 for 1<p<P=oo.

This result is useful for our work, especially for the case p = P and ¢ = (), to investigate the
case where these operators Ps: and T, ; are bounded from Lé to Lé"x’. Our main result in this
direction is the following.

Theorem 1.2. In the case ¢ = s, s+2t > -1 and s+t > -1 with s > -1 the operators P, are
bounded from L; to Lé"” and not from Lé to L;.

In this paper we also investigate the more general cases with weights w for the boundedness of
Top and Psy from LP(wdpug) to LP(wdpg). In the special case of the Bergman projection T, o,
Békollé [3] obtained the characterisation of the weights w in terms of the Békollé -Bonami condition.

(z,0) ‘
lzllwl |
Definition 1.3 (Békollé -Bonami class). Let w be a locally integrable non negative function on B

(a weight). We say that wdp, belongs to (Bp), 1 < p < oo, if there is a constant Cp,(w) such that
for every ball B (with respect to the pseudo-distance d) of B that intersects the closure of B, we

have
wdpa (B) 1 =L o
11a(B) (ua(B)fBW dua) <Gple):

T.1(:) = Tunf () = [ %duam

be the Bergman projection. Békollé showed in [3] that

Let d be the pseudo-distance in B defined by d(z,w) =||z| - |w|| +

For a > -1, let

Theorem 1.4. Let w be a locally integrable non negative function on B. The operator T,, a > -1,
is well defined and continuous on LP(wdp,), 1 <p < oo, if and only if wdp, € (Bp).

The results we obtain depend upon the values of a, s +¢, ¢ and Q. In the case a < —(N + 1),
s+t<—(N +1) we have the two following main results:

Theorem 1.5. In the case a < —(N +1), T is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to
LP(wdug) if and only if

(wa(z)duQ(Z))(fB(w(z))p__llduq+pI(bq)(z))p1 < o0.

p-1

Moreover
ool = ([ w0 ( @) T duguyo-n()

Theorem 1.6. In the case s+t < —(N +1), there are no weights w such that Py, is well defined
and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdug) for Q < q.

Theorem 1.7. In the case s+t < —(N+1), if Q > q, then Py is well defined and continuous from
LP(wdpg) to LP(wdug) if and only if

([ ouiam)( [@E dn) <o

~ (/BW(Z)dHth(z)) (fm(w(z))p_lldquf(s_q)(z))p1 |

In order to give our necessary condition for the boundedness of Tj,;, when ¢ > —(1+ N) we
introduce a Békollé -Bonami type class of weights denoted by (Bg’b’q’Q).

Moreover

1P,

Definition 1.8. For () < ¢ and a > -1, we say that w € (Bg’b’q’Q) (b>-1)if

1 (B) o (B) -1 pol
B:Bsr?BI])B#Q(,LLg(B) (Z)d Q )( Q(B) f(w(z dMQ*P'(bq)(Z)) <00

where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B.
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For Q@ <qand a >-N —1, we say that w € (Bg’b’q’Q) (b>-1)if

sup
B:BnoB+@

(% w(z)dMQ(Z))( g(l}\fﬁza) f (w(z))p 1d,ut1+p (b- q)('z)) <00

where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B with radius Rp.
For Q > q and a > -1, we say that w ¢ (BZ*%®) (b>-1) if

Ky (B) My, Q(B) 1 Pl
Bﬁﬁa%m(m Lw(z)dm@)(w / (w(z))v—lduw(b_q)(z)) < o0

where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B.

For @ > g and a >-N -1, we say that w € (Bg’b’q’Q) (b>-1)if

sup

1y, 24 (B) 11y, 0 (B)
B:BnoB+&

p-1
= 1
W BW(Z)dMQ(Z)) (W B(W(Z))’J‘1 dﬂq+p’(b—q)(z)) < oo
B B
where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B with radius Rp.
The necessary condition for the boundedness of T, when a > —(1 + N) is the following.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose that —(1+ N) <a and b> -1. If Ty, is well defined and continuous from
LP(wdpig) to LP(wdpq), then we have w € (Byt4?).

For P, ; we demonstrate

Theorem 1.10. In the case both —(N +1) <s+t<-1 and s+t + % < -1 hold, and in the case
both s+t > -1 and Q < g hold, there are no weights w such that P, ; is well defined and continuous
from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpg).

For the remaining cases, we introduce (K S’t’q’Q) another Békollé -Bonami type class of weights
in order to give our necessary condition for the boundedness of Ps; when s+t > —(1+ N).

Definition 1.11. For s+t + % >-land -1>s+t>-N-1, we say that w e (K;’t’q’Q) (s>-1)if

Q=g Q=g p-1
R, R, i
3:5;16%% Wf]gw(z)d,u@wt(z) W'[B(W(Z))P’lduq+p'(sfq)(z) <00

where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B with radius Rpg.

For Q > ¢ and s+t > -1, we say that w e (K3""%) (s > -1) if
Q p-1

Q
su z)d, z / (2 =) s—a) (2 < 00
B: BmBI?B#@ Ms+t B) -[ ) uQert( ) Ms+t B) ) Mq+p ( q)( )

where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B with radius Rp.
The necessary condition for the boundedness of P, ; when s+¢>—(1+ N) is the following.

Theorem 1.12. In the case both s+t + % >-1and -1>s+t>—-N -1 hold, and in the case both

s+t>-1 and Q > q hold, if Ps, is well defined and continuous from LP(wdug) to LP(wdug), then
we (Kg*t’q’Q).

We introduce a maximal and a fractional maximal operator that will be used to establish a good
lambda inequality in order to give sufficient conditions for the boundedness of P ;.
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If a > -1 we set:

1
masf(2)= s s [ () (),
¢eB,R>1-|¢|:ze B(¢,R) ,ua(B(C;R)) B(<7R)| |

more generally if a > -1 - N we set:
1
maf()= s [ ) ().
@b CeB,R>1-|C|:zeB(C,R) RN*1ta JB(¢,R) | |
Before giving our good lambda inequality, we introduce here (D;’t’q’Q) a Békollé-Bonami type class
of weights.

Definition 1.13. For s+¢+ % >-land -1>s+t>-N-1, we say that w € (D;’t’q’Q) (s>-1)if

p-1

! [ @D ity ay(2) | <00

sup | —m—ar [ w(@)dpgen(2)

. Q-
B:BnOB+»g RN+1+é+t+ pq
B

1

Ne+l+s+t+ L1
B

where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B with radius Rp.

For @Q > q and s+t > -1, we say that w ¢ (D;vt*q*s) (s>-1)if

p-1
su —— | w(z)d z 7/wz =1 r(s—q) (2 < o0
B:Bmgﬁ%#@(MSJrHQ;q (B) JB ()i ))(M5+t+Q;q(B) B( () Hasp! (s-0) ))

where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B with radius Rp. In each case we denote by
D;’t’q’Q(w) the expression in the left hand side.

Remark 1.14. Constants and standard weights (w(z) = (1 - [2[*)") are in (D;’t’q’Q). We also
have (D;;tﬂﬂ) c (Dz,t7q7Q) c (K;nf,q,Q). For @ = ¢ we have (K;ﬂf,q,Q) = (Dz,tq,Q)_
Here is our good lambda inequality.

Theorem 1.15. Suppose that 1 < p < oo. Let w € (Dz’t’q’Q) where both s+t + % > -1 and
-1>s+t>-N -1 hold, or both s+t > -1 and Q > q hold. There are two positive constants C' and
B such that for all v sufficiently small, X > 0 and for all positive locally integrable functions f if
-N-1<s+t ands+t+% > -1, then

(12) wpgup({z € B e o f(2) > 2010 f(2) 1A)) €
CD;’t’q’Q(w)Vde,uQJ,pt({z eB: Serrsf(2) > A}).

To show that (D;’t’q’Q) is sufficient for the boundedness of Ps; when s+t > —1, we introduce
the following maximal and fractional maximal operator. If s+ > -1 we set:

Ot f(2) = (1= o) mase s f(2);
more generally if s +¢>-1- N we set:

0L, f(2) = (1= o) ml,  f (2).
The following theorem shows together with the good lambda inequality that (D;’t’q’Q) is sufficient
for the boundedness of P, ; from LP(wdy,) to LP(wdpg) when -N —1< s+t and s+t + % > -1t

Theorem 1.16. For —-N -1<s+t and s+t + % > -1, if wdp, € (D;,t,q,Q)7 there is a constant
Costp.q.0 >0 such that V f € LP(wdpy),

[0t )Pw()dia(2) < Cotpaa [[1FIw(2)dng(2).

Then for the case s+t > -1 and g = @ we have:

Corollary 1.17. Let w be a weight on B. Then for s+t > —-1,s > -1 the following assertions are
equivalent:

(1) P is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpg);
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(2) Tsut,s is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpigept);
(3) Ssst,s is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpigept);
(4) we (Kyhe@).

Rahm, the third and the fourth author in [10] settled the particular case of the operators Ps ¢
for s+t>-1,8>-1,Q = q = s. To this aim, they used dyadic methods that have been initiated by
Aleman, Pott and Reguera in the unit disk [I].

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we briefly give requisite background infor-
mation. We prove Theorem [[.2] in Section 3. From Section 4 we look at weighted estimates; there
we show Theorem [[LB, Theorem and Theorem [L.71 The proof of Theorem [[.9] Theorem [L.10,
Theorem[L.T2] Theorem[L.I0are in Section 5. The proof of Theorem [[.THis in Section 6. Corollary
[[I7 appears in Section 7.

2. MAIN TOOLS

2.1. Complex Analysis Tools. Throughout this paper d is the pseudo-distance defined by

d(z,w) =|lz] - [w]| +

2]

1_<z,w>‘

Throughout this paper K will be a constant such that
d(z,y) < K(d(z,2) +d(z,y))
for all z, y and z in B. One can find the following two results in [3].

Lemma 2.1. For each z € B and ro, 0 <o < 1, if we set 2° = (19,0,---,0), then we have:
(1) 1= 2z170| 2 id(z,zo);
(2) |21 =70l < d(2,2°);
(3) |z = 2% < d(,2°);
N
(4) > |zl < 2d(z, 2°).
k=2
Proposition 2.2. There is a constant C1 > 0 such that for all z,w,wo € B such that d(z,wp) >
Crd(w,wo) we have

[z, wo) = (2, w)| < 5|1 = (2, wo)|.

N~

Then
[1-(z,w)| > %|1 —(z,wo)|-
The following result will be heavily used throughout the paper.
Lemma 2.3. For each weB, 0<|w|=7r<1 and 0< R<2:
tig(B(w, R)) = RN [max(R,1-r)]9 if ¢>-1.

Then for ¢ > -1, (B,d, f1q) is an homogeneous space in the sense of [5].

However, if B(w, R) is away from the boundary (R < %}, the equivalence remains true if
q< -1, and
wa(Blw, R)) = RN,

Proof. We are going to do the case ¢ < -1 and ¢ = —1, one can find the other case in [3].
First case: Assume g < —1.
We show that for all R € (0, #) We have

Sy (1 D% () = RN (1=l
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We have

R R
{zeB:|z|-|w| < 3 and |1 - (2", w')| < 5} c B(w,R) c{zeB:|z|-|w|| < R and |1 - (z',w")| < R},
where 2’ = EL w' = Ty We first of all recall that / do(2") =~ RN (see [14]).
{|1-(2",w")|<R,z’€OB}

pa(BlwB) = [ (- fel)dn(z) < [ (1 [2])"dp(2).

{zeB:||z|-|w||<R and [1-(z",w’)|<R}

We set
- 1-|z])%du(z).
ﬁzeB:||z|—|w||gR and ‘1*<2'1w')|SR}( | |) ( )
Then,
Y S (1- p2)qp2N71dp f do(2')
|w|-R<p<|w|+R (1=(=" w')|<R, 2 OB}
s RY f (1-p)idp

|w|-R<p<|w|[+R

RN 1 1
—qu{(l = |w[ = R)*" = (1= w| + R)*}

RN q
—qu(q +1)(=2R)(1 - [w| - OR)

RYH(1 = u])?,

12

1-|w|

where the last equivalence is due to the fact that R < R < ——.

In the same way we get ,(B(w, R)) 2 RN*1(1 - |w|)?, using this time the fact that
R R
{z eB:||z] - |w|| < B} and |1 - (2, w')| < E} c B(w, R).
Second case: Assume g = —1.

For this case, notice that

= In(

[w+R _
] M) <In3.
lw|-R 1-|wl-R

_ 1
(1-p)dp=|n(;)
-p
|w|-R<p<|w|+R

Then p_1(B(w,R)) ~ RN. O

The following result can be found in [9].

Lemma 2.4. (1) For g<—(N+1), each |K4(z,w)| is bounded above as z,w vary in B.
(2) For each q € R,
(a) |Kq(z,w)| is bounded below by a positive constant as z,w vary in B. In particular,
K(z,w) is zero free in B xB.
(b) there is a po <1 such that for |2| < po and all w € B, we have RK,(z,w) > 3.

Proof. We recall that

(N +1+ .
WM = Z (ki,q)k(sz)k, if ¢g>-(N+1)
K‘I(zaw) = % kl.
2F1(1,1;1—(N+q);(z,w)) = %(sz)kv ifqﬁ—(N-Fl),
i (1-N-q)k
so Kq(z,w) =) cr(@)(z,w)k = > er(q)v* = ky(v) where v = (z,w). By Stirling’s formula c(q) ~
k=0 k=0

EN*2 (k - o0), so that when g < —(N +1), the power series of k,(v) converges uniformly for v € D.
This shows boundedness. When ¢ < —(N + 1), see that k, is not zero on a set containing D - {1}.
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The reason for this is that the first term 1 (for k = 0) of the hypergeometric function k, is positive.
But also k,(1) # 0. Thus |k,| for ¢ < —(1+ N) is bounded below on D.

If g=—(1+N), then k_ (HN)(U) =vlog(1-v)™t. OnD—{1}, k_ (1+n) is not zero and |k_¢1, ) (v)]
blows up as v — 1 within D. So |k_ (14| is bounded below on D.

The claim about |k,| for ¢ > —(1+ N) is obvious and the lower bound can be taken as 27(1+N+),
Then (1) follows.

Finally, |K,(z,w)|<1+C > EN*7|(z,w)[* for some constant C' and
f=1

C Z l{:N+q|(z,w)|k <C Z I<:N+q|z|k|w|k < Clz| Z k]\”q|z|k’1
k=1 k=1 _

for all z,w € B. The last series converges, say, for |z| = % call its sum W and set pg = min{2 3 2CW}
If |2] < po, then

ad 1
1C > kN2, w)F| < CW 2| < 3 (z € B).

This is, [Kq(2,w) - 1] < £ for |z| < po and all z € B. This implies the desired result (2). O
One can find this in [14].
Proposition 2.5. Let
~ Jwl?)
I= f |1_ 2, w |1+N+cdu(w)’
for d> -1 and c € R. We have:
() I~1ifc<d;
(it) [~ pplog i ifc=d
(iit) I~ (1-|22)" D jfc>d.

Theorem 2.6. Equipped with the following equivalent scalar product

flt (2)Itg(2)dpg(2), q+2t> -1,

Bg 18 a Hilbert space with reproducing kernel given by:

(N+1+q) .
W = Z o (z,w)k, if g>-(N+1)
Kq(z,w) = (L1 (V5 0 (o) i Kl o), if (N +1)
29 (L L=V +g)i iz, w = ———(z,w)", it g<—-(N+1).
o (1-N-q)k

2.2. Harmonic Analysis Tools. The following result can be found in [5] and will be helpful in
the proof of Theorem [B.11

Theorem 2.7 (Coifman and Weiss, [5]). Let (X,d,u) be an homogeneous space and let K(z,y)
be a function such that K(x,.):y — K(x,y) € L*(X). If the operator T defined by

Tf(w)=fXK(w,y)f(y)du(y),

satisfies the following two conditions:

(1) there is a constant Cy such that |T f|2 < Ci| f|2;
(2) there are two constants Co and Cs such that for all y,yo we have:

f |K (2,y) - K(z,y0)|dp(x) < C3, (Hérmander Condition)
d(z,y0)>C2d(y,yo)

then for all p, 1 <p < 2, there is a constant A, depending only on C;,i =1,2,3, such that for all
feL*NLP we have: |Tf|, < Ayl flp if p>1 and YA >0

p({ e X TF()]> A < 4, L

One can find the following result in [7].
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Theorem 2.8 (Marcinkiewicz Interpolation Theorem). Let pg,p1 be such that 1 < pg < p1 < oo.
Let T be a sublinear operator defined from LP° + LP' to the space of measurable functions. Assume
that T' is simultaneously of weak type (po,po) with operator norm Ay, », and of weak type (p1,p1)
with operator norm Ap, p,. Then for every 0 <t <1, T is of (strong) type (p¢,p:) where

1t 1-t
bt Po P1
Moreover, if p1 < oo, then |T f|p, < Ap,p | flp. with

1
APo APt L
Apt,pt :2|:pt(M_ﬁ):| .
Pt —Po  P1— Dt
If p1 = oo, we can take
1
Ap[) P
Ap, p, =2 ptM] _
o [ Pt — Do

The fractional maximal function is defined as follows:
1
Mo f ()= sp s [ 7@l (), 3 €[0,1),

When ~v = 0 it is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. The following result will be used in
Section [B] in the study of our maximal and fractional maximal function. One can find their proof
in [6] or in [IT].

Theorem 2.9. Let X an homogeneous space, 0 <y <1, 1<p<r<oo and a pair of weights (u,v),
then the following are equivalent:

(i) there exists a constant C1 >0 such that

(/;([M—yf(z)]w(x)dl/(x))% <0 (fX |f(x)|pU(:c)dz/(x))
for any f € LP(X,udv);

1
P

(ii) there exists a constant Cy >0 such that

([0 )@Y v (@) < Ca f u'™ @an(z))”
for any ball B c X.
We will also make use of the following class, in Section Bl in the study of our maximal and
fractional maximal function and to establish the good lambda inequality.

Definition 2.10. A measure wdj, is in the (4,,a) (1 < p < o) class if there is a constant C)(w)
such that for all pseudo-ball B := B(¢, R) we have:

1 1 = p-1
(ua(B)wa(z)d'ua(Z))(,ua(B) fB(w(z))pldua(z)) < Cp(w).

Definition 2.11. A measure wd,is a Muckenhoupt weight or is in the (Ao, ) class if for all &
such that 0 < § < 1, there is 8, 0 < 8 < 1, such that for all pseudo balls B of B and for all measurable
subset F of B we have:

ta(E) 2 0pa(B) = wdpa(E) > Bwdpa(B).
We give now two properties of Muckenhoupt weight that we will need later (see [7]).

Lemma 2.12. If 0 € (Aw,o) then there are two positive constants, A and By such that for all ball
B and a measurable subset E of B we have:

dpa (E)
dpa(B)

Theorem 2.13. The Hardy-Littlewood mazimal operator is bounded on LP(wdpy),1 < p < oo, if
and only if wdpa € (Ap, o).

Bo
odpa(E) < A( ) odpe (B).
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The following known lemma will be use in Section
Lemma 2.14. Let (X, A, 1) a measure space. Let f and g two positive measurable functions such
that for all t >0
(o e X f(2) > t,g(a) <ct}) <ap({z € X : f(x) > bt}),
where a,b and ¢ are positive constants such that a <bP (1 <p < o0). Then

cP
IfII5 < ml\gl\i-

We will use the following lemma in Section [l to show Lemma [5.1] and Lemma[5.2l One can find
it in 3, 12).
Lemma 2.15. Let a > -1- N, there are two constants Cy,Co(C1 > 0) such that ¥z, w,wo € B such
that |1 - (z,wp)| > Crd(w,wy), then:
1 1 d(w,wo)
- <y .
(1= (z,w))N*1%a (1= (z,wp))N+i+a 11— (2, wo) [N ra+2

3. WEAK TYPE L' INEQUALITY FOR P AND T, .
In this section, we will prove Theorem that we first recall here.

Theorem 3.1. In the case ¢ = s, s+2t > -1 and s+t > -1 with s > -1 the operators P, are
bounded from Lé to L¢117°° and not from L}] to Lé.

Proof. The kernel of Py, is Hy (2, w) = % We are going to proceed in three steps.
Step 1: Show that Hy,(z,.) € L2, Vz € B.

Indeed, we have

H 2d _ (1_|Z|2)2t d
Jo oGP ) = [ ey i ()
(L[

2
: (1 —|z])2(N+1+s+t) IB3(1 = |w|*)*dp(w)

where in the second inequality, the member of the right hand side is finite because ¢ = s > 1.
Step 2: Show that P;; is bounded from L3 to Li.

We have to show the boundedness of T s from Lg to Lg Lo By Kaptanoglu and Ureyen, for
a=s+t,b=s,p=P=2and Q = q+ 2t (this is the reason ¢ + 2t > —1 is needed), this holds.

Step 8: Show that there are two constants C; and Cs such that Vw,wy € B we have:
H i (z,w) — Hg 1 (z,wo)|dug(2) < Co.
sty ot (o) = o (w0l (2) < Co

This was already done in [3] (see the proof of |3, Proposition 1| choose a = ¢+t +1).

Because of Step 1, Step 2 and Step 8 we have by using Theorem 7] that the operators Ps ¢
are bounded from L}] to L(117°°. Observe that P, is bounded from L}] to L}] if and only if Ty s
is bounded from Lé to L;H; and by Theorem [[T], T ¢ s is not bounded from Lé to L;H because
q=Ss. ]
Remark 3.2. In the case a > —(N +1), the operators T'7 , are bounded from L} to L} if we have
the following two conditions:

i) a<b
i) ~1<q<b.
The case a =b=¢> -1 is due to Békollé in [3] and the remaining cases is by Theorem [Tl



WEIGHTED ESTIMATES FOR OPERATORS ASSOCIATED TO THE BERGMAN-BESOV KERNELS 11

Remark 3.3. In the special case b = ¢, T

a7

1<p<oo. Indeed, let f e LE and g e LZ. Then
(Tf,bf,ghg:fEfBKa(z,w)f(w)(l—IwIQ)b’qduq(w)@(l—IZIQ)qdu(Z)
:ff w)(l—IwIQ)b*qua(w,Z)g(Z)(l—IZIQ)qdu(Z)(l—IwIQ)qdu(w)

- [ 1 @)T; 9C)dpg(w)
= (£(T2) )z,

p is self adjoint and bounded from L to itself for

where
(T7,) g(w) = (1~ |w]*)" fK (w,2)g(2) (1= [2*)?dp(2).
Observe that when b =g, (T,)* = T/, and since T} is bounded from L} to L} when 1 <p <2,
then Tgb = (Tgb) is bounded from Lfg to Lfg with 2 < p’ < co.
Remark 3.4. By Remark 3.2l we have that Tqb is of weak type (1,1) and let Ay 1 be the operator

norm. By Theorem [T we have that T, is of (weak) type (2,2) and let As» be the operator
norm. Applying Theorem 2.8 leads us, with a better estimation of the operator norm

Arn A§,2 »
Apyp:2|:p( 1 9-_ 5
p p

to a new way to have the boundedness of Tq from LI to LI when 1 <p < 2. In the special case

b = ¢ we have the boundedness from Lj to Lp when 1 < p < oo because in this case Tqb is self
adjoint.

4. WEIGHTED ESTIMATES: PRELIMINARY NECESSARY CONDITIONS AND THE CASE WHERE
a<-N-1AND s+t<-N-1

In this section we will give a proof of our criterion for the weights that provide boundedness
of T, p when a < —n — 1 (respectively Ps: when s+t < —N —1). We start first with some general
necessaries conditions.

4.1. Preliminary Necessary Conditions.

Lemma 4.1. For ¢,Q € R, if T, (a,b € R) is well defined and continuous from LP(wdug) to
LP(wdpg), then w must be in L' (dug).

Proof. Let f(w) = (1-|w[*)™*xp(0,r)(w) where B(0, R) is the Euclidian ball. Then

T )= [ Ka(w,2)(1= 1o)X 0. ()1~ 2P ()
:fB(O,R) Ko (w,z)du(z)

= J o o) (2)
= Ko (0,w)p(B(0, R))
= 1(B(0, R)).
Since Tg 5 is well defined and continuous from LP(wdp,) to LP (wdpg),

[ st (P2 () < oo,

so that,
W (BO,R)) [ w(2)dng(2) < oo,
then
[ w(@)dpq(z) <o,
and w € L (dug). O
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Lemma 4.2. For q,Q € R, if Py, is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpug) to LP(wdug),
then w must be in L' (dpgspt)-

Proof. Let f(w) = (1-|w*)™*xp(0,r)(w) where B(0, R) is the Euclidian ball. Then
Peef(w) = (1~ [wl)’ fBKm(w,Z)(l 1) xB(0,r) (2) (1 = |2*)*dp(2)

=) [ K, 2)di2)

=) [ Kz w)dn(z)
= (1= [wf*) Kyt (0,w) u(B(0, R))
= (1~ [wf*)' u(B(0, R)).
Since P, is well defined and continuous from LP(wdp,) to LP(wdug),

[ IPeaf@Fw(=)dq(z) < o,

so that,
fP(BO.R)) [ w()dpigun(2) < o0,
then
[ @(@)dngumn(z) <o,
and w € LY (dpgqpt)- O

Lemma 4.3. Let w be a positive locally integrable function and q,Q € R. If T is well defined
and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdug), then Wi T € LY (dptgap (b-q))-

Proof. Assume that T, ; is well defined and continuous from LP(wdy,) to LP(wdug). We want to
show that w71 € Ll(duq+p(p/_1)(b_q)), in other words we want to show w™! € Lp'(wdﬂqw(p,_l)(b_q)).

Assume that w™! is not in Lp'(wdqu(p/,l)(b,q)), then by the Riesz representation theorem there
exists a positive function h in LP(wdftgsp(pr-1)(5-q)) Such that

-1
(R w™ Yoo qp(p-1) (b-q) = -

This means that

00 = th(Z)d“qup(p’fl)(b*Q)(z)
= [ h() (- Ry D, (2)
- A;h(z)(l )@ D100 gy )
= [ =PI Ddp(2).

Since h € LP(wdftgip(pr-1)(b-q))> then g € LP(wdp,) where g(z) = h(z)(1- |22)@-D-0) | v, e B
So that

Tosg(0) = [ A()(1=[of)I Dy (2) = oo,
contradicting the fact that T, ; is well defined and continuous from L?(wdpug) to LP(wdug). O
Lemma 4.4. Let w be a positive locally integrable function and ¢,Q € R. If Py (s,t € R) is well
defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdug), then W T € LY (dptgap (s-q))-
Proof. For the proof, we refer to the proof of Lemma L3 and notice that Ps;g(0) = Ts4t,59(0). O

Proposition 4.5. In the case s+t < -1 and Q < q, or in the case s+t + % < -1, there are no

weights w such that both conditions w € L' (dugpt) and Wi T € LY (dptgip (s-q)) hold at the same
time.
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Proof. Let s+t < -1, Q < q and B be a pseudo-ball that touches the boundary. Then

OOI/BdMsn(Z)
= [ =1y du(z)

= [ =By ()
= [ W)= T () (1 - )R d(z)

1
7

<([eea- |z|2>q*ptdu<z>)% ([t o=y educs))’
<([eea- |z|2>Q*ptdu(z>)% ([ r @@y e Dducs))’

-

such that necessarily w ¢ L' (dugspt) or Wi ¢ LY (dptgsp (s—q))-
Let s+t+ % < -1, and B be a pseudo-ball that touches the boundary. Then

o= [ dhouriaa (2)
sits Q=1
= [ Q=R an(z)
s-2,Q
= [ (=BT ()

Q+pt

= [Bw%<z><1—|z|2) P wTE () (1 [2?) Fdp(2)
< [wea- |z|2>Q+Ptdu<z>)% ([t @a-pyr e Daues)’

-

such that necessarily w ¢ L' (dugspt) or Wi ¢ LN (dptgsp (s—q))-
O

4.2. The case where a < -N -1 and s+t < -N - 1. Here we are going to characterize the
boundedness of the operators T, 1, Ps ¢ from LP(wdu,) to LP(wdug) where w is a positive locally
integrable function, where a < -N -1 and s+t <—-N — 1.

Theorem 4.6. In the case a < —(N +1), Ty is well defined and continuous from LP(wdug) to
LP(wdpg) if and only if

([BW(Z)CZMQ(Z)) (fB(w(z))p—-llduq+p,(b_q)(z))p_l < oo,

Moreover,

Tl = ( [ wia)) ([P dipo-n)

Proof. Assume that
([BW(Z)dﬂQ(Z)) (fB(w(z))v__—lldquf(bq)(z))p_l < 0.
We have
(fBITa,bf(z)Pw(z)duQ(z))sfB([B|f(u)|du,,(u))pw(z)ducz(z)

- ([e@na@)( LIF@lme)
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where the first inequality is due to the fact that K, is bounded when a < —(N +1). We also have
(L) = ( L17EI0 -6 )
- (LI T @G- 1))

L

P

< L1rEreEdn ) [(@E)T I -1, ()

Then T, 5 is well defined and continuous in LP(wdp,) when
p-1
-1
([eno@)( [@E) ™ dupon@) <o

Now assume that T, ; is well defined and continuous from L”(wdpug) to LP(wdpg). Let po be as
in Lemma 241 then for positive functions we have

[ TastPw()dna(2) = [ [ Ku(z,9)f()dmn(s)Peo(2)dng(2)
> [[1 [ REa(z09)f ()dun ()P dua(2)
2 [ | [ R ) S ()2 dna(2)

2 2_1,) ‘/‘;‘Spo(‘é|f(5)|d,ub(s))pw(z)duQ(z)
- LU [ o)

By continuity of T, 3 there exists a constant Cqpp q,0 > 0 such that

[ 1Tast P2 dua(=) < Canpaa [[1F(IP()dig()

for all f in LP(wdp,). Hence,

2%(f‘z‘spow(z)duQ(Z))(fﬁlf(z)|dub(z))p Scaﬂbvpvqu[B|f(Z)IPW(Z)duq(z)

for all positive f in LP(wdpg). Let f(z) = (w(z))z;_-ll(l —[z)@-D0-9) ;¢ B. We have that
f e LP(wdpg) by Lemma 3l Replacing f in the last inequality we obtain
-1 p-1
(f||<p w(z)duQ(z))(fB(w(z))ﬁdqu/(bfq)(z)) <2PCab,p,q,Q < 0.
Z|spo
Then
_ p-1
(L@ ™ i n) <o

Using Lemma [£]] we get

(/Bw(z)duQ(Z))(fB(w(z))p__llduq+pI(bq)(z))p1 < 0.
]

Theorem 4.7. In the case s+t < —(N + 1), there are no weights w such that Psy is well defined
and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpg) for Q <q.

Proof. This is due to Proposition .5, Lemma and Lemma 441 O
Theorem 4.8. In the case s+t <—(N+1), if Q > q, then Ps, is well defined and continuous from
LP(wdpq) to LP(wdpq) if and only if
1 p-1
([e@nom@)( [@E) ™ dim ) <.

Moreover,

1Pt = ([ o) ( L) P ditgin@)
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Proof. Assume that

(/m“(z)dMQ+pt(2)) (fB(w(z))p__lldqu'(s_q)(z))p1 < oo.
We have

(L1t @PeEne) s [0-ERY ( [1f@ldn@) w)dio()
= [(L15ns () w)drqun (=)

- ( [e@nam@)( L1redn)

where the first inequality is due to the fact that K, is bounded when s +¢ < —(N +1). We also
have

(L1 ) = ( [IFOIE)T @EDHA -1 ()]

P
I

< ( L11EPeE () [@EDT IR (:)

Then Ps; is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpy) to LP(wdug) when
- p-1
([enom)( [@E) ™ dim ) <.

Now assume that Ps; is well defined and continuous from LP(wdp,) to LP(wdug). Let po be
as in Lemma 241 then for positive functions f we have

[Pt @Fena) =[] [ Kulew) fw)dus (w)Pol=)dugunz)
: /|z|3p0 |, PR ) ()i () (=) (2)

1
- ([ P @) [ w()dugun(2).
B [z|<po
By continuity of P, ; there exists a constant Cs; p 4.0 > 0 such that
[ 1Pt IPa(2)dig() < Covpaa [ IFEIw()dug(2),
for all f in LP(wdp,). Hence,

3 ([ e@ g ( L1 < Cutpae [IFEPo) ()

for all positive f in LP(wdpug). Let f(2) = (w(z))p__}l(l —[2]2)@'-1(s-9) vz eB. Then f ¢ LP(wdpg)
by Lemma 4l Replacing f in the last inequality we obtain
- p-1
([, @@ naum) ( [@O () <X Cutpag <o
Z|Spo
Then
- p-1
(L@ ™ duon()) <o

Using Lemma [£.2] we get

(/ma“(z)dﬂ@pt(z)) (fB(w(z))p__llduq+pI(sq)(z))pl < oo.

5. WEIGHTED ESTIMATES: THE CASE WHERE a>-N -1 AND s+t>-N -1

Here we are going to start the study of the boundedness of the operators T, ; and Ps; from
LP(wdpgq) to LP(wdpg) in the case a > —(N +1) and s+t > —(IN + 1) respectively.
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5.1. Necessary Conditions. To obtain our necessaries conditions, we are going to use the fol-
lowing lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let B; be a pseudo-ball of radius R sufficiently small touching the boundary of B.
There is a pseudo-ball B; with the same radius touching the boundary of B, sufficiently far from
B; but such that, if wo is the center of B;: d(z,wo) > Cid(w,wy), for every z € B; and for every
w € By, for C1 as in Lemmal213. For such By, for all non negative functions with support in B;
we have if a>-1-N:

Tasd ()2 Can sy f, TC0)dbo(w)

In particular, if a > -1 then:

Tund(2)] 2 cﬁ [, F@dinw)

for all z € Bj i # j;i,j =1,2. The constant Cop does not depend of By, B; and f. Then if T, is
well defined, then b has to be larger than —1.

Proof. Let wg be the center of B;. If R is sufficiently small, we take B; such that for all z in B;
and for all w in B;, we have d(z,wp) > C1d(w,wp) where C} is as in Lemma 215 Let f be a non
negative function with support in B; and let z € B;, we have

1
Taﬁbf(Z) B (1 - (z,w0>)N+1+a ‘/;31 f(w)dﬂb(w)
1 1
+ fBZ [(1 _ (z’w>)N+1+a - (1 _ (Z,w0>)N+1+a:|f(’LU)d,Ufb(w).
Then
1
Tasf(2)] 2 11— (2, wo)|N+1+a /;if(w)dub(W)

1 1
- /;,i (1 - (z,w))N+1+a - (1 - (z,wp))N+1+e
By Lemma and Proposition we have

1 B 1
(1_<Z,w>)N+1+a (1—(2,100))]\”1*“

f(w)dpp(w)

1
1- (va0>|N+a+1 ’

1
<=
2|

so that ) )
|Ta,bf(z)| 2 5 |1 _ (Z,'LUO)|N+1+G’ ‘/;i f(w)d:u’b(w)

Since our pseudo-balls touch the boundary and since d(B;, B;) ~ R, we have

[1-(z,wo)| S R.

Hence . )
Tapf(2)|2 5 RN+ita /Bi f(w)dpy(w).

By Lemma 23 if a > -1 and because B; touches the boundary we have p,(B;) ~ RN*1*% so that

1 1
Tsl (N2 5y J, F@)d ().

O

Lemma 5.2. Let B; be a pseudo-ball of radius R sufficiently small touching the boundary of B.
There is a pseudo-ball B; with the same radius touching the boundary of B, sufficiently far from
B; but such that, if wo is the center of B;: d(z,wo) > Cid(w,wy), for every z € B; and for every
w e By, for Cy as in Lemmal213 For such Bj, for all non negative functions with support in B;;
we have when -1 - N < s+1t:
2\t
PG> Col L s w)
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and when s+t > -1 we get:

(1-L:P)’
By s

for all z € B; i # j;1,5 =1,2. The constant Csﬂg does not depend of B;, B; and f. Then if Py, is
well defined, s has to be larger than —1.

Proof. This is the consequence of Lemma [5.1] because Ps;f(2) = (1 [2*) Tsse.sf(2). O

|Ps,tf(z)| 2 Cs t

We are now ready to prove Theorem

Theorem 5.3. If T, is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpg) for Q < q then
if a > -1 we have:

w(B) o (B) = -
pseudoba?llipB:BﬂalB:t@( / (Z du ( )(Hg(B) ‘/;(W(Z))IF d'u"ﬁ'l)'(b_‘Z)(z)) R

More generally if a > (N +1), then:

Sup (% W(Z)dﬂQ(Z))( éﬁvﬁza) f(w(z))P Tdfhgupr (b- q)(z)) <00

pseudo—balls B:BnoB+z \ R
where Rp is the radius of B.

Proof. Assume that a > —(N + 1) and T, is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to
LP(wdpg) for Q < q. Then there exists a constant Cy 4.0 > 0 such that

[ Tt (o) < Canpaa [ 1 E)Fw()dug(2).

Let f be a positive function with support in B; (we take B;, B; as in Lemma[5.I)). By Lemma [5.1]
we then have in the case a > —1:

¢z, [, s (U, £dn)) () Conpaa [ P,

(Bi)
hence
1 P , )
i (L Fdm) ([ e@ae@) < Clapa [, 11EFE)
<Clupae [, FIe()duq(2).
Choosing f = i ‘;((g?; X B, in the last inequality we get

ph(B;)
w(Bj)<C! a w(By),
J ,0,0,4,Q M?(Bi)

where w(By) = f w(z)dpg(z), k=1,j.
B
As B; and B; touckh the boundary of B and have the same radius, by Lemma we have
up(B:) _ 1i(B))
py (Bi) iy (Bj)

ph(B;)

We then have

0,0,4,Q HE(BJ)
Interchanging B; and B; (See Lemma [5.1]) we get
pa (Bi)
CU(BZ) < C”b,p,q,Q p(B ) (Bj)v
so that b(B))
BB <
) < Cy w(Bj)
() o0

which together with

ﬁ (fB f(w)dub(w))p ([Bj W(Z)d/J/Q(Z)) <Cl b b0 fBi £ (2)Pw(2)dig ()
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leads to

s U, 7o) ([, eeriate)) < Clhsua [, HOPEI)

Then choosing f(z) = = (2)(1=|2[2) @' DDy p (2) (f € LP(wdpy) by Lemma E3) in that last
inequality we obtain

,ub(Bi) ,ub(Bi) v m
(4633 [ wna)) (1435 [ @ iparn()] <l

when -1 - N <a < -1 it is sufficient to replace y,(B;) by RY*1*? in the proof. O

Theorem 5.4. If T, is well defined and continuous from LP(wdp,) to LP(wdug) for Q > q then
if a > -1 we have:

Nb+%(B) Hyy (B) r
Bﬁéz%*@(w [ w(Z)duQ(Z))(W JREC) q)<z)) < oo,

where the supremum is taken over the pseudoballs B.
More generally if a > —(N + 1), then:

ub+%(3) lu’b+ q(B) = i
W BW(Z)dMQ(Z) W B(w(z))P’ldﬂqw’(b—q)(Z) <00

where the supremum s taken over the pseudoballs B with radius Rp.

-1

sup
B:BnoB+yg

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [(.3] except that we choose the first testing
Q,
function to be f(z) = (1- |z|2)TqXBi. O

Theorem 5.5. In the case -(N+1) <s+t< -1 and Q < g, or in the case s+t + % < -1, there
are no weights w such that Py, is well defined and continuous from LP(wdug) to LP(wdug).
Proof. This is due to Proposition .5, Lemma and Lemma [£4] O

Theorem 5.6. In the case —(N +1) < s+t < -1, with s+t + % > =1 if Psy is well defined and
continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpg) then

Qg Q*q p—l
Ry
B:Bsrlwlall)mg Rg+1+s+t Lw(z)dﬂQ+pt(z) RN+1+s+t f(w(z )p lduq+p(s q)(z) < 00

where the supremum s taken over the pseudoballs B with radius Rp.

Proof. Assume that -1 > s+t > —(N + 1), with s +¢ + % > -1 and P;; is well defined and
continuous from LP(wdu,) to LP(wdug). Then there exists a constant Cs 1, 4.0 > 0 such that

[Pt ()Pe()dna(2) < Corpa [ IFPw()dng(2).
Let f be a positive function with support in B; (we take B;, B; of radius R as in Lemma[5.2]). By
Lemma 5.2, we then have
1 P
€2 |, v (£ () igun () < Curg [ 17w,
hence

. — f(w)dus(w))p( S, 0 (2)) £ Chy [, 11

@
Choosing f(2) = (1-12[2)"7 x5, () in the last inequality we get, because N + s+t > -1,

R [ w(@dpgun(2) < [ w(@)dnqun(2).

J

Interchanging B; and B; (See Lemma [5.2) we get
RO [ w()dpgun(2) s [ w()dugun (=),
i i
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which together with

vz (o 10 @)) [ [ 0] < g [, 11l

lead to

e (L s ([, oG iam(2) < e [, 1)

Then choosing f(z) = Wi T (2)(1 = |2P)@ DDy 5 (2) (fe LP(wdpg) by Lemmald) in that last
inequality, we obtain

Q-q Q-q p-1
Rr R =
(W /s w(z)d"w(z’)) (W Jp @™ dqusq)(z)) <Clipac:

In the same way we have

Theorem 5.7. If P, ; is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdug), for Q > q, then
if s+t>-1 we have:

Q=g Q-q p-1
4RBP RBP =1
sup fwzd z 7f w(z))r1d r(s—q) (2 < o0
pseudo—balls B:BnOB+& Ms+t(B) B ( ) MQ+pt( ) Ns+t(B) B( ( )) Ha+pr( Q)( )

where Rp is the radius of B.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.6, we choose the first testing function to be
Q-q

F(2) == )7 x,. O

Theorem 5.8. In the case s +t > —1 there are no weights w such that Ps; is well defined and
continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpg) for Q <q.

Proof. We are going to proceed in two steps.
Step 1: Show that in the case s +¢ > -1, if P, is well defined and continuous from L?(wdg)
to LP(wdpug), for @ < ¢, then we have:

-1
1 f 1 =1 P
su — | w(2)d z 7fwz p=Td r(s—a) (2 < 00.
pseudofballspB:Bﬂé)IB#@ ( Ms+t(B) B ( ) MQ+pt( )) (Ms+t(B) B( ( )) Ha+p'( q)( ))

Assume that s+t > -1 and P;; is well defined and continuous from L?(wd,) to LP(wdug) for
Q < q. There exists a constant Cs ¢ p 4,0 > 0 such that

[Pt @ w()dia(=) < Cotpaa [[IFEF0(dug(=), f e L (wdug).

Let f be a positive function with support in B; (we take B;, B; as in Lemma [5.2). By Lemma
(.21 we then have

1 p ,

7y (L, Fdna ) ( / jw(z)dmwt(z)) < Clupaa [, [FEP@()du(2)
< Clupaa [, IFEPe()dig(2).

Choosing f(2) = (1-12[*)'x,(2) in the last inequality we get

[, w@dnau(2) < [ w()dnguz).

J

Interchanging B; and B, (see Lemma [5.2)) we get

[ w(2)dpqip(2) < / (=),
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which together with

m(fBif(w)dus(w))p([ij(z)duQ+pt(z)) <Clypao fB 1 (2)Pw(2)dpg(2)
lead to
7,4:“1(31.) (fBif(w)dus(w))p(fBl_w(z)dqut(z)) <Cl a0 fB 1F(2)Pew(2)dpig(2).

Then choosing f(z) = (wf;_-ll (2))(1 = 2P DDy g (2) (f € LP(wdpu,) by Lemma EA) in that
last inequality we obtain

(7MS+3(B)'/l;w(z)dMth(Z))(iMHtl(B) fB(w(z))p_—lldﬂqw,(s_q)(z)) SC;’,;,p,q,Q'

Step 2: Show that

1 1 -1 Pt
su — | w(2)d z _ f w(z))r1d (s—a) (2 = oo.
pseudofballspB:Bﬂé)IB#@ ( s+t (B) ‘/B ( ) MQ*Pt( )) ( s+t (B) B ( ( )) Havp'(s-a) ( ))

Let
p-1

1 1 =
H:(us+t(3) [BW(Z)dMQ+pt(2))(m [B(w(z))pldﬂq+p’(s—q)(z))

Let B be a pseudo-ball that touches the boundary and Rp its radius. By Hoélder’s inequality we
have

poni(B) = [ dpisa(2)
- [ =1y du(z)
= [ Q=P au(e)

g+pt

= [ B (@)1 - ) du(z)

=

<( [wea- IZIQ)‘”’”du(Z))% ([ ot ea- 1y e iu:)”

Note that for z € B we have 1 - |2| < 2Rj. Then
(B < ([ @1y an(o)) ([ () ey D))
([ @@ ([ w0 Ry D (o)
< R ( [ w21 -1R) () ) [ o G- BB CDau))

p-1

Hence
Ry < e ([ (@112 () ( [ w7 (0 R ()
fe(B) \ B B
=11
Taking the sup over smaller radii, we get sup I] = oo. 0

5.2. The Associated Maximal and Fractional Maximal Function and the Good )\ In-
equality. We introduce for b > -1 and s > -1 the following maximal functions. If a > -1 we
set:

1
(5.1) manf(2)= s s [0 g (),
¢eB,R>1-|¢|:ze B(¢,R) ,ua(B(C;R)) B(¢,R) | |
more generally if a > -1 - N we set:
(52) () o o 1F )l (w)
. m!  f(z) = sup —_— w)|dpp (w).
b ¢eB, Ro1-|clzeB(¢,R) BN JB(¢,R)
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If a > -1 we set:

(5.3) Mopf ()= sup ——css [ 17C)ldg (),
B:zeB ,ua(B

and more generally if a > -1 - N we set:

1
(54) M f(2)= s prr [ 1) ldin(w).

If s+t >-1 we set:
1

_ _ 2\t
65 OuI@=-BRY s s [ @),

more generally if s+t >-1- N we set:
1
(5.6) OLIE) ==Y s [ ()l ().

(eB,R>1-[¢|:ze B(¢,R)

Let finally define the following fractional maximal function

(5.7) M. f(2)= sup [ @ldpn (), 7€ 0,1).

B:zeB 17 B)

Note that for a < b we get by Lemma 23] M, p ~ M., with v=1- %.

For all k € (0,1), we define the operator of regularisation R?

b B 1
(538) RLIG) = ps ) FOdm(0)

where B(z) = {weB:d(z,w) < k(1-]z|)}.
We will need the following lemmas to show Theorem [[LT6 See [3] for the proofs of the first two
lemmas.

Lemma 5.9. Let ke (0,3). If 2’ € Bp(2), then z € By (%), where k' = 7.

Lemma 5.10. If B := B(z, R) touches the boundary then if we take B' = B(x, K(1+2k1)R), then
Yw e B, By, (w) c B'.

Lemma 5.11. For all k € (0,1), there is a constant Cy such that for all positive locally integrable
function f we have if a > -1:

Mapf < Coman(RLF),
and more generally if a >-1-N:

my ,f < Ckm;,b(sz)-

Proof. We have to show that for all z and all pseudo-balls B containing z which touch the boundary
of B, there is a pseudo-ball z € B’ which touches the boundary of B so that

By Ja ) <O B'[ubwk(w» OO [t

By Lemma B9, x5, (w)(¢) 2 XB,, (¢)(w), where k; = m If B=B(z,R) (R>1-|z|) by Lemma
BEIQif B’ = B(a, K(1+2k1)R), then Yw € B, By, (w) c B'. Note that

(5.9) 16 ( Bk, (€)) = pp( By (w)) when w e By, (¢).
Hence
[ 1
Sy st = [t [ Qo )

1
“Js | 1(Br(w)) Jo! (Oka(w)(odub(o]dub<w>
!
Zf, -mfBf(C)XBkl(g)(w)d,ub(O]dﬂb(w)
1
) /B UB 1o(Bi(w)) P <<><w)dub<w)] F(Odus(€)-
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Using ([@.9), we get
1
S Brran )z [ s | [ v o @) | £©dun(©)
= [ 1O ©).

Since pq is a homogeneous measure we have
1

1
/La(B) /]; f(’LU)d,U/b(’LU) S m '/;’ RZf(w)d,U/b(w)

For m] , it is sufficient to observe that B and B’ have equivalent radii. O

The following lemma appears as a corollary of the preceding one by observing that
Os,tf(z) = (1 - |Z|2)tms+t,sf(z)
and

0L f(2) = (L= |2) ' mi  f(2).
Lemma 5.12. For all k € (0,1), there is a constant Cy such that for all positive locally integrable
functions f we have if s+t >-1:
Os,tf < CrOst (RLS),
and more generally if s+t>-1-N:
O;,tf < Ckog,t( Zf)
One can find the following lemma in 3] but for b = Q.

Lemma 5.13. For all k € (0, %), there are two constants C and k' <1 depending only on k,b,Q, N
such that for all f,g € L'(duy), f>0,9>0:

L1 Bgdna(z) < C [ g()IRE £())dns(2),

where
(5.10) REQF() =~ [ f(Qdua(©).
,ub(Bk/(z)) By (z)
Proof. By LemmaB.3, x g, (»)(w) < XB,, (w)(2), where k' = ﬁ Because of (5.9) there is a constant
C such that

1 c
m“k(z)(“’) < mXBkr(w)(Z)-

We want to form the quantity f(z)[R%g(z)] on the left while controlling it on the right in order
to use Fubini’s theorem to bring out the quantity g(z)[RZ’,Qf(z)]. Then, for w € By(z2)

1
mXBk(z)(w)g(w) < m)@gk,(w)(z)g(w).
We form R?g(z) on the left
ka(z> mxm(z)(w)g(w)d%(w) : /Bk(z) mx%(m@)g(w)dub(w)

by a multiplication by f(z) we have

F(2)Rg(2) <CF(2) ! X0 (2D () ().

By () fip( By (w)
After integration, we obtain

1
Lremana <0 [| [t s @ i) | i),

Recall that (z € B and w € Br(z)) = (2 € Bir(w) and w € B), hence using Fubini’s theorem

1
Liemaieae <¢ Lo [ a7 Gia(:) | o)
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hence

1

BT S 1OV10) )

[ 1@ RLg(dno() < C [ g<w>[
then

[ 1ORg(dna(z) <€ [ gIRE £()ldiu2).

In Lemma (I3 replacing b by s and @) by 8 we have the following result.

Lemma 5.14. For all k € (0, %), there are two constants C and k' <1 depending only on k,s,3, N
such that for all f,g € L'(dus),f>0,9>0:

[ IR dus(2) <€ [ 9B F(2))dne(2).
where
1
ps (B (2)) B (2)
The following result will be used in the proof of Theorem

RSP f(2) = F(Q)dus(C).

Lemma 5.15. Let k€ (0,1). There are two constants ¢,C depending only on a,b, N,k such that
for all positive locally integrable functions g if a > —1:

Mg pg < Rz(ma,bg) < Cmgpg,
and more generally if a >-1-N:
Cm;,bg < RZ(mfz,bg) < Cm;,bg-
Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that there are two constants 0 < ¢ < C' such that Yw € Bg(2)
cmgpg(2) <mgpg(w) < Cmgpg(2).

We are going to show the two inequalities. More precisely we are going to show that there are two
constants 0 < ¢ < C such that, for each pseudo-ball B containing z and touching the boundary,
there is a pseudo-ball B’ containing w and touching the boundary so that

INGLGE

c 1

ta(B) ta(B’)
and show for each pseudo-ball B containing z touching the boundary, there is a pseudo-ball B’
containing w touching the boundary so that

1 C
pa(B) /B'g(cﬂd“b(g) < PR0D) fB, lg(O)dp(€).-

In each case, by Lemma [5.10] it is sufficient if B = B(x, R) to take B’ = B(z, K(1 + 2kK)R). For
the result with mj, , it is sufficient to notice that B and B’ have equivalent radii. O

1 19(O)ldpn (C)

In the same way as Lemma 515, since Oy f(2) := (1 - [2]*)'msesf(2) and O, f(2) = (1 -

[2[2) i o f(2), we get:

Lemma 5.16. Let k € (0,1). There are two constants ¢,C depending only on s,t, N,k such that
for all locally integrable function g if s+t >-1:

05,49 < R}(Os,09) < CO4 g,
and more generally if s+t>-1-N:

CO;,tg < RZ(Og,tg) < COgﬁtg.

Now we give a useful characterization of elements in (BZ’b’q’Q) see Definition
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Lemma 5.17. For a > -1, w ¢ (BY"%9) (b> -1) if and only if there is a constant Capp.q,0 > 0
such that

[ P
( b,ua(B ff(z)dub(z)) W(B)SCa,b,p,q,Qfop(z)w(z)duq(z),

More generally if a>-1- N, w e (Byb®?) (b>-1) if and only if there is a constant Cqpp.q,0 >0
such that

o
(1:?2(N+1+a) ff(z)d“b(z)) (B)Sca,b,p,wfop(Z)W(Z)duq(Z),

for all positive f e LP(wdpy) and all pseudo balls B of radius R such that Bn 0B # @. Here
w(B) = [ w(=)duq(2).

Proof. Assume w € (B%*%®). Let 0 < f € LP(wd and B be a pseudo ball such that Bn dB # @.
P Hq

Then
(L f(z)dub(Z))p - (/ f(z)(l - |Z|2)b_qdﬂq(2))p
f f(z)(w(z))_?l(w(z))i(l _ |Z|2)b_qduq(z))p

e

IA

d
(] 77 @e@dun @) [ (@E) T @ -1k, ()’
(/ fp(z)W(z)duq(z))([sz?—-ll(z)duwp,(b_q)(z))p 1'

Hence

Hie :
(Z%m [fmwmﬁwwx

e (B)  (m,eu(B) o pt
(éﬂwwummw”i—ﬁTwwﬂtﬁﬁg—ﬁwﬁum@mwwﬂ

and because w ¢ B“’b’q’(“2 there is a constant Cy 44,0 > 0 such that

Mb+Q 4 B)
( 1z (B)

For the general case it is sufficient to replace u,(B) with
If we assume that there is a constant Cy 44,0 > 0 such that

[ﬂmmm)<ms%mmﬁ;%w@wwy

RN+1+a

s ?
(RbQ(N+1+a) f f(2) dub(z)) w(B)SCa,b7p7q7Qfop(z)w(z)d,uq(z),

for all positive f € LP(wdu,) and all pseudo balls B of radius R such that BndB # @, it is sufficient
to take f(z)=(1- |z|2)(p’_1)(b_Q)wﬁ(z)XB(z) to get w € (Bg’b’q’Q). O
Remark 5.18. The result remains true even if B almost touches the edge.

In the same way, for (D;’t’q’Q) (see Definition [[LT3]), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.19. For Q > q and s+t > -1, w € (Df;t’q’Q) (s > =1) if and only if then there is a
constant Cs 1 p q.0 >0 such that

(T(B)[f Z)d,us(z)) ,/;w(z)duQ*'pt(z)SCSatvPv‘LQ/];fp(Z)W(Z)duq(z),

for all positive f € L (wdpg) and all pseudo balls B such that Bn OB # @.
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Fors+t+%9> 1 and -1>s+t>-1-N, we (D392 (s>-1) if and only if then there is a
P P
constant Cs 1 p q.0 >0 such that

(%(B) /, f(Z)dus(Z)) [ 9@ 0un(2) < Cunpaa [ F/()(2)dia(2),

for all positive f € L (wdpug) and all pseudo balls B such that BN OB # @.
Remark 5.20. The result remains true even if B almost touches the edge.

Corollary 5.21. For C; > 1, ifwe D;’t’q’Q then there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for any
pseudo-ball B := B(y,r) which touches or almost touches the edge, we have:

/B(y,clr)w“)d“mpt(C)SCz /];(y,T)W(C)d,UQ+pt(<)-

Proposition 5.22. Let X be an homogeneous space. Let w be a weight in X. For a < b, assume
that there exists a constant Coy >0 such that

1
P

(5.11) ( [ [MW(XBul_p,)(x)]Tv(x)du(m))% g@( [ ul-P’(x)du(x))

for any pseudo-ball B c X, where v(z) = Rz’,Qw(z), u(z) = Rz’,Qw(z)(l — |2|?)2p(b)*Q=a " gy = dyy,

p=randy=1-3 [fye (Bg’b’q’Q), there is a constant Cq p.p q.0 > 0 such that V f € L (wdpuy),

[ manf@Y w(do() < [ 1FE)Pw()dng(2).
Proof. Let set
111 = [ (00 (2))" w(2)dua(2).
Using in this order Lemma 51T}, Lemma 515, Holder’s inequality and Lemma we have,
[II<C? []; (map By f(2))Pw(2)dpg(2)
<y [ [Ri(masBy 1 ()] w(=)dpo(2)
<CpA” [ RE[(maoRL ()] w(2)dng(2)
< CLAPC [ (masRLF () RS2 d(2)

For a < b, assume that there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that

(fB[Mv(XBulp,)(x)]rv(x)dy(x))% <O (fB“lp,(x)dV(x))%

for any ball B ¢ X, where v(2) = RZ’,Qw(z), u(z) = RZ’,Qw(z)(l — |2, dv = duy p = r and

y=1- ]]\\;ﬁ:‘;, with c is to be determined. Then we have

[ masf (2)w(@)dng(z) < CRAPC [ (mas RS () RiCeo(2)dpn(2)
< CRAC [ (MonRLS(2)) R (=) dpn(2)
SCRAPC [ (M REF(2)) Ry (2)dpn(2)

<CpATC! [[(RLF(2))P (1= o) RYCo(2)dun(2),
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where for the last inequality we used Theorem 20 Now let us control (R? f (z))pRZ’,Qw(z). We
have

b £(2))PRYCw(z) = b ’ v w
R Ru) = (s [ 1) (g fo o “Oa)
1 p 1
(i S 9100 (o foi 00
1 p 1
s(m Bk'(z>f(<)dub(<)) (m Bkr(z>w(odm(o)’

where the second inequality is because &’ > k, the third one is because up(Bi(2)) 2 up(Br(2)).
Then

(RLF()) RyPw(2) 5
2 (Be(2)) 2 (B () p
u§+l<Bk,<z>>u§+u<Bk,<z)>( A S (OO ([, 20®),
so that

2p
RLF(2))PRYPw(2) 5 C, (B (2)
(Bif(2))" Ry w(z) 5 ’bvpvq’Qug“(Bkr(Z))Hﬁ%(Bkr(Z))

because of Lemma [5.17 since it is possible to dilate the pseudo-balls By so that they touch the
boundary and the fact that the measures dyu, and djig p(5-4) are homogeneous. By Lemma 2.3 we
have

S PO (€),

:U/ip(Bk’(z)) (1 _ |Z|2)2pa—2pb—b7(Q—q)f(N+1).

“

W B (i oy (Bi(2)

Recall that we already have
[ masf () e(dpo(=) < CRATC! [ (1= [o2) DR () Ry Cew(=)dpa(2),

Let us set

1V = [ 2O (R () R P(2)dpa(2)

Hence, using the previous control of (R} f(2))? R, %w(z) and Fubini’s theorem, we have
Vs ([ 7 QwQdng(Q)) (1= oy Qe t Ny o)

L (foxmo (@ = )02 mab-@eoN g () (O g (6)

L (xmone ()0~ a2y 2R C0-@ea1N g )] (o) (€)

L (foxmoe ()0 = )20V () ) 2o (<)

L= Jef =@ (g (€).

The proof is complete if we take

S
S
<
S

c=2p(b-a)+(Q-q).
O

Remark 5.23. The result in Proposition says that if we assume that the Sawyer type con-
dition (@I holds, then the necessary condition w € (Bg’b’q’Q) for the boundedness of Ty ; from
LP(wdpg) to LP(wdug) is also sufficient by the good lambda inequality in Theorem [6:3] Since we
do not know if w € (Bg’b’q’Q) implies the Sawyer type condition, we will provide in the sequel a
testable sufficient condition for the boundedness of Ty ; in this situation.

Lemma 5.24. For s+t > -1, or for -N -1 < s+t < -1 with s +t + % > -1, if we DP9 we

have o(z) = R w(2) (1 - |z|2)’t’% e(A @)

p,s+t+
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Proof. We have o0(z) = RZ}Q+ptw(z)(1 - |z|2)7t7% e (A Q-q) if

p,s+t+

(mf (Z)dﬂé+t+ Q(Z))(mfop 1(z)dus+t+Q q(z)) st(w).

st+t+ 4 < .Q+pt

Note that o(2) ~ R, w(z) since duy(Bi (2)) = (1 -|2]*)"*1*t. We consider two cases.

First case: B:= B(y,r) with r < 1-ly|.

In this case, because of Corollary [5.21] there are two constants 0<c<C such that

s+t+ =4 q ,Q+pt s+t+9 Q+pt st+t+ =4 q ,Q+pt
cR,, w(y) <R, w(z) <CR,, w(y)

for all x € B. Then setting

1 =1 "
V(imf R “))(mf ””‘“Z”“S*”%“)) |

s+t+

we have

~

'u’s-%—t+ 4 (B) s+t+224 (B) -1
Hgipr & Q(B)( s+t+Q"(B)) o

Second case: B := B(y,r) touches the edge.

Recall that our measures are homogeneous, and recall that if z € B and x € By/(z), then
2 € Bpu(z) and z € B’ := B(y,2k'Kr + Kr). Let

1 2y-t- &4 5
V= [ (i oo 0 @) 0 F a0

Then by Fubini’s theorem we have,

1
Vf=f3(m Bk,<z>w<x>d“¢?+pt<””>)d’““)

) fa [gk,(z) mw(@d#s('z)dmwt(:ﬂ)
- fB /IB mXB(Z)XBM(z)(Sﬁ)w(x)d,us(z)d‘uQert(z)
$ L B @O (@) ()digen(a)
s [ w@)dugu().
So we have
(5-12) Vi= fB Ry w(z)(1~ |Z|2)7t7%d/ﬁs+t+9 5 (2) $ fB, w(z)dpq+pt (7).

. Q- ’
Let us now control (RZ}Q+ptw(z)(1 ~|2[2)7 7). We have

’

$,Q+Pt V(1 — |52 —t- L\ 1-p! _ 1 _ 122 —t-a wlz Sz o
(R 5 < (LB [ @i (o)

| teanm) " (f, s w)]p -
VII- [(IBV(z)w(md“Q%t(@)1([}3“ s q(x))]pq’

Setting
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we have, by Holder’s inequality

’

1

VII- ( f k’(z)w(:c)ducgwt(:c))_l ([}, e @ @ -lafy =i du(:c))]p )
:([Bkl(z)w(x)dﬂchpt(?ﬁ))p I(Lk,(z)w%’(iﬂ)dﬂqw’(sq)(x))ﬁ]p h

< ( i kr(z)w(w)duczwt(w))l (/. k,(z)ﬁ(w)dqu-@(w))]

Let us set

IN

-1
s _4_Q-q\ p-1
Vi = [ (Rp@ ()= R) ) dng,y, 0 (2),

then we have

viirs [ [( S @) ([ o @ty @) o) P %

w7 (2)(1-|2) P dp(z)

so that by Hoélder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem, we have

1
VI s ( [ o g ()

( [ [( N (Z)w@)du@pt(o)l (/. k,,(m)ou(z)duw(z))]ﬁ'(m)duqﬂ,,(s_q)(x))

Finally, we obtain

(5.13) VIIT [B,w%(z)dqu'(s—q)(z)-

Where on the last but one inequality we used Fubini’s theorem (as in the control of VI) and the
fact that for x € Bys(2) we have z € By (x) and

'/;k“(z)w(C)d,LtQert(C)Ska,(Z)w(C)dqut(C),

This is a variant of Corollary [5.27] or simply the application of Lemma for f(¢) = (1 -
|C|2)”%13k,(z)(§) with B := B(2,2Kk' (1 + k”)(1 - |2])) 2 Bir(z) (Lemma EI0) and the fact
that our measures are homogeneous. Since w € D;’t’q’Q, we use (0.12) and (BI3) to conclude that
o€ (A Q-q ) O

P

= =

p,s+t+

Theorem 5.25. In the case both QQ > g and s+t > -1 hold, and in the case both s+t+ % > -1 and
~1>s+t>-N—-1 hold, if we D3"%?, there is a constant Cs 1 p.q.q >0 such that V f € LP (wdp,),

LOuef@)Pw(@)dia() < Cotpaa [ IP(=)ng(2).
Proof. Using in this order Lemma [5.12] Lemma [5.16] Holder’s inequality and Lemma [5.14] we have
[Ouid ()P el)dia(z) = [[(mowtsf (2)VP()dpgup(2)
<Ol [ (marnsREF(2)Vw(2)dpqm(2)
< CRA” [[Ri (s, s R (2))F0(2)dpigun(2)
< LA [ B[O BT () ) () (2)

< CPAPC fE (st o REF(2))P RSP w0 (2) dpia(2).
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, Q-
By Lemma (.24 RZ}Q+ptw(z)(1 Py e A . Using natural domination between our
P

D, s+t+ =4

maximal operator defined by equation [B.1] and equation |5:Sl and using Theorem 213, we have
[0t f)y (2 dng(2) < CRAPC [ (moun B f ()Y R (2 s (2)

< CRATC [ (Mor Ry ()Y R o(2)dpo(2)

= CRAC [ (Martoua (1= o) RS (DD R 7o () (2).
Because in each case we have %4> 0, we have that

fB(Os,tf(z))pw(z)duQ(z) S fB(MﬁH%,M[(l |2*) 7 Ry f(2) )P RyC P w(2) dpas (2)
$ L4225 R RES P (=) (2)

(5.14) $ [];( ~ | ) QD (R £(2))P R w(2) dps(2).

Now let us control IX = (RZf(z))pRZ}Q+ptw(z). We have

1 P 1
25~ (i e O] () Sy Ot
1 P 1
(72 Joaio 9840 (e S (Otasc)
us+t+

ot (B (2)) X
W (B () (usmu(&«(z)) Bu(2)
B o (B (2))

s+t+—=—=

T Jo TOXO(©)
§ Cotpg (1= [y @0=N [ (0w dag (),

By (z)

f(C)dus(C))p ([, (Oaue(©))

N CSHZP#LQ

where for the last but one inequality we used Lemma[BET9 Hence using (5.14) and Fubini’s theorem
we have

[ (0eat @) e(@)dualz) < [ (
S Lo 7@ (©)) (= ) ()

L ([ xmo @7 du) £(0w(©)dia(©)
s [ (0w dng(©).

Here we used Lemma B9 with k" := (k")’. The proof is complete. O

L= [2?) QD (R £ ()P R w(2) dps (2)

6. GOOD LAMBDA INEQUALITY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS

In this section we will establish the good lambda inequality that allow us to provide sufficient
conditions for the boundedness of our operators. We first need some preliminary results.

Proposition 6.1. Let 5>0 and s+t>-1- N there is a constant A >0 such that for all £ €D
R >1- 20| and a positive locally integrable function f and for all z € B(zo,R) if s+t > -1:

s f(&)

i —/;(ZOvE)ZR d(zo,§)N+1rs+t+h dprs(€) < Amsses f(2).
More generally if -1 - N < s+t then:

RP f(é)

d(20,6)2R d(zo §)N+1+s+t+B “S

(&) < Ami,y  f(2).
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Proof. Recall that if s+t > -1, by Lemma [2.3] there is a constant a > 0 such that for all k € N, we
have fis4t(B(20, 281 R)) < a(2F 1 R)N*1+s*t 50 that setting

f(&)

X=R’ dys
d(z0,6)>R d(ZO,g)N+1+s+t+ﬁ H (5)
we have
+00 1
X < ]CZ::O 2k(N+1+s+t+B) QN +1+s+t fd(207£)<2k+1Rf(§)d'us(§)
+o00o 1
< a2N+1+s+t 2—k,ﬁ d s
];0 ,Lts+t(B(ZO, 2k+1R)) B(Zo,?"*lR) f(é—) H (E)
Nalestt +00 e a2N+1+s+t
< a2 Mrt,s f(2) Y, 27 = ———— iy o f(2).
n=0 1-276
a N+1+s+t
We can take A = 37 to conclude. O

Proposition 6.2. Let w € (D3"9), we set again o(z) = RZ’Q+ptw(z)(1 - |z|2)7t7% with k €
(0,1/2). Set B = B(z',r) with 1 -|2'| <cr and L = {z eB:1-]z|< 067N+11+s+tr} where Cj > 0,
0<~vy<1,7>0 and c >0 are constants. Then if we set L' = {z eB:1-|z|<2CHy N+11+s+t7"} and

B = B(Z,ar) with a = K(C} +1), there are two constants Cy et Cy > 0 independent of v such that
ifs+t+% > -1 then:

s+t+ 92911
stir =+l _

(6.1) wdpg+pt (L) < Claduﬁ“% (L") and Horts Qe (L") < Coy ™ avt pu_,, a-q 2 (B).

Proof. Let ki = & then for z € L and £ € By, (z) we have z € B = B(2',r), 1 -2 < Chywriry
and z € Bg(§) because ki = k. Then

d(z',€) < K(d(z',2) + d(2,€)) < K[r + ki (1 - |2)] < K[r + k1 Coy ¥ 7] < (Ch + 1)rK
because 0 < k1,7 < 1. Then & € B = B(2',ar) with a = K(C} +1). Moreover,
~[6] < 1= Jzl + d(z.€) < (k1 + 1)(1 - |2]) < 26y ¥
because 0 < k1 <1, so that e L' = {z €eB:1-]z]< QCéymr}. Then we have
XL(2)X By, (2)(&) < XL (§)XBy(6)(2)-
Remember that

Haris@oa (Br(8)) = by, 02 (Bry (2))-

Hence,

w(2)dpqupt (2)

h\m\,

wdpgpt (L)

(2055 o 0 )

(f XL (2)X By, (=) (E)w(2)
B ts(Br, (2))

( X2 ()X B, (e)(2)w(2)

g

du@+pt(z)) dps(€)

A
T

o Bk(E)) duQ+pt(z))dus(€)

- xw(€) . . e
i / 115 (B (€)) B (o (2Nl ))(1 1<) Aty ipy 220 (€)

- (R ©) () 6 0
O’dus+t+%(l’,)-
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(,2)

2= < ar. Then
[EdIE]

Let us show the second inequality. Let z € B, then, d(2’,2) = ||2'| - |2|| + |1 -

%)
’|| |

Then for z € L'. Setting 31 = 2007N+1+s+tr and By = (c+ a)r we get 1—|z] < By, 1 —|z] < B2 and
‘1 422 ¢ gr. Then, L' c {z € B: 1-|z| < min(B, B2), ‘1 {z2)

EIE 1271l=[

< ar. Moreover, as 1 —|z'| < er then: 1-|z|=1-12'|+|2| - |z| < er + ar.

Z'|-|z|]| < ar and |1 -
! d|1

< ar}. In spherical coordinates

we have, fors+t+Q g5 -1

-_— Q7
Mooz (L) S (s+t+ Qp ey [ a0 a0©
1-p<min(B1,B2) [1- |z/||z)|<ar
-_— Q7
< (s+t+Q T41) / (1=p)™" "7 dp f do(9)
p 1-min(B),B2)<p<1 -2 <ar
; Q=g :
S V=) T s :TN(mln(ﬂlvﬂQ))é+t+ o
4+ 29
< v ﬁf+t+ +1:7“N(206’7N+11+5+‘7“)s+t+Q | rN+s+t+Q +1,75]\ti+17+:+t1
then,
N+1+ +t+Q v S5t
s Syt
(6-2) lus+t+Q 4 (L ) N o

In other hand, as 1 —|2'| < er, we have by Lemma

/Ls+t+Q . (B) (ar)N+1(maX(1 _ |Z | ar))s+t+Q < TN+1+s+t+%

~

O

The following result is used to show that Syt s f € LP(wdug+pt) when mi,,  f € LP(wdpuq+pt)-

Theorem 6.3 (Good lambda inequality). Let w € (DStQQ) (1 < p < +00) in the case both
s+t+Q 4> -1 and -1 > s+t >-N -1 hold, or both s+t > -1 and Q > q hold. There are

two posztwe constants C and B such that for all v sufficiently small, A > 0 and for all positive
locally integrable functions f, we have

(6.3) wdpqept({z €B: Sasrsf(2) > 2N, m,, f(2) SYA}) <
CD" (W)Y wdpgept ({2 € B : Seres f(2) > A}).

Proof. Let A\ > 0, 0 < v < 1 and f a positive locally integrable function. Let E) = {z ¢ B :
Ssit,sf(2) > A}. By the Whitney decomposition Lemma (see [4]), there are a positive integer J,
d>1 and a sequence of pseudo-balls {B;}52,, with B; = B(z;,7;), such that:
o Iy = U Bj;
j=1
e Every point of F) is at most in J balls B
e The balls B} = B(zj,0r;) touch the complement of £\ in B.

To obtain (6.3), it is then sufficient to show that

(64)  wpgep({z € B: Su o f(2) > 20 mlyy J(2) €9A}) € OD5 1 ()1 wpiqupe (B),

where B = B(2/,r) is a ball in the Whitney decomposition of Fy. From the third property of
the Whitney decomposition, there is zg € B" = B(z',6r) such that Sei¢sf(20) < A. Without loss
of generallity, assume that there is { € B such that mg,, .f(&) < yA. Let B = B(z, R) with
R = max(1 — |z, Cor) where we choose Cy > max(c1 K (1 +d),6) where ¢; is the constant Cy in
Lemma 2.5
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We set f1 =15f and f; = 1 5/, then f = f1 + f> and by Lemma 2.T5] and Proposition .1}, we
have

f(€
Ssrt SfQ(Z) = f ‘|1 (20, E |)N+1+s+t

dUS(§)+

/

B\B

1 1
(s 1= (z,ypriest |/ (s (E);

so that we finally have
Sert,sf2(2) < Ssersf(20) + A'm;msf(fo) <A+ Ay
Therefore, to prove ([64)), it will be enough to show that
(6.5) wdpQ+pt({z € Bt Ssit s f1(2) >bA}) < CD;’t’q’Q(w)’yﬁwdqut(B).
We are going to discuss according to the values of the radius R = max(1-|zo|, Cor) of B = B(z0, R).
Let EY = {Ssst,sf1 > bA} n B.

First case: Cor <1 - |z

Then, B = B(z,1 - |20|). Therefore for all z € B and £ € B, |1 - (z,£)] > 1 -z > C"(1 - |z0|), so
that for all z € B,

f(&)dus(é) 1
St 5f1(z) / |1 z & |N+1+s+t s (Cr(1- |ZO|))N+1+s+t Eff(&)dﬂs(f)-

Then
Ss+t Sfl(z) <C”m s+ts (50) SC777A'

Hence, if we take 0 <7 < o = min(+
Second case: 1 —|zp| < Cor.
Then B = B(z,Cor) and E} ¢ L for L defined in Proposition 6.2l In fact, if z € EY, then z € B

and

T C_) then it remains only to prove the following case.

§)dps 1
DA< Ssit,sf1(2) = f|1 Zger(flzm < (1_|Z|)N+M+tff(g)dus(g)
B
(C )N+1+s+t ,
- Wms-#t,sf(gO)
(CQT)N+1+S+t

- (1 _ |Z|)N+1+s+t ’7)\'

For o(z) = Ry, QP (2) (1 - |22 & , with & € (0, 1). By Lemma E.24 we have o € (A

so that o € (A, ,,;, o-a) because (A, e <)< (A, et & 7).

ps+t+Q q)

Given the fact that L' is a measurable subset of B=B (z ar), we have by Proposition and
Lemma [2.12)

wdpgpt(L) < Codp,,,, a-q (L’)
< Ms+t+ ( ) d (B)
<O —"—=| odu,,,a
Hosrr e (B) T

s+t+ Q- 441

SC’Y Ntltstt Boadus+t+Q q(B)

sHt+ 4]

As E} is asubset of L={zeB:1-|z|< C’O'yN+1+s+tr}, it follows that for § = —52- 6o we
have:

(6.6) WdMQJr;Dt(E;\) < CWBUd:“ﬁH% (B)
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One shows by Fubini’s theorem that odu_,,, o-4 (B) < Cwdpigep B) with B = B(2',(2k + 1)arK).
And by Corollary 521 we get wdpug.pt(B) < CD3" "9 (w)wdpgpt(B). Then

wdiqupt(B}) = wdpiqupt({z € B Suur.ufi(2) > DA}) € CD5 9 ()7 wodpqup (B).
This ends the proof. 0

The following results appear as consequence of Theorem [6.3] and Lemma [ZT4

Theorem 6.4. For Q>q and s+t> -1, ifwe D;’t’q’Q there is a constant Cs ;4,0 > 0 such that
[ (Sertaf )V diiguen(2) < Cuta [[(moet,of ()Y e (2)

Theorem 6.5. For s+t + % >-1and -N-1<s+t<-1,ifwe D;’t’q’Q there is a constant
Cs.t.q,0 > 0 such that

L (St af (DAt (2) < Cuna [l nd () g (2).

7. FINAL REMARK AND OPEN QUESTION

This part is simply a direct application of the two preceding sections and Remark[[.T4l Therefore
for 1 < p < +o00 we have the two following corollaries.

Corollary 7.1. Let w be a weight on B. Then for s+t > -1 and q = Q, the following assertions
are equivalent:

(1) P is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpg);
(2) Tsut,s is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpq) to LP(wdpigipt);
(3) Sst,s is well defined and continuous from LP(wdpg) to LP(wdpgept);
(4) we (Kphoa).

Corollary 7.2. Let w be a weight on B. In the case both s+t + % >-1land -1>s+t>-N-1

are hold, and in the case both s+t > -1 and QQ > q are hold, if w € D;’t’q’Q then P is well defined
and continuous from LP(wdpug) to LP(wdug), so that Ssis is well defined and continuous from
LP(wdpq) to LP(wdpqpt)-

In Theorem and in Theorem [B.7] we show that being in (K;’t’q’Q) is a necessary condition
for the continuity of P, ; from LP(wdu,) to LP(wdpg), while in Corollary [[.2] we have that being
in D;’t’q’Q is a sufficient one. When Q = ¢, we find out that (K;*9%) = D599, so that we have

a necessary and sufficient condition. But when Q > g we have D;’t’q’Q c (KS’t’q’Q). It will be
interesting in further work to get in that case a necessary and sufficient condition too.
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